FollowUp On Quote Submitted By Pacatus - "It is not
a sign of good health to be well adjusted to a sick
society."

Post by “Cassius” of July 19, 2026 at 5:45 PM

Quote from Bryan

| would be surprised to see a clear statement that any type of pleasure is “non-
sensory”

There's a significant amount of variation involved and not everyone states this explicitly, but we
can start with the effect that the contextless assertion that the goal is 'absence of pain' does
not imply that what is left is any kind of sensation at all. That's why Cicero was charging
Epicurus with being inconsistent, because "absence of...." does not in any respect require or
imply the presence of any feeling of pleasure of any kind. To a fair and neutral observer,
"absence of pain" implies feeling nothing unless you combine it with the knowledge that there
are only two feelings, pleasure and pain. But explaining that there are only two feelings and
absence of one implies the presence of the other is conspicuously absent from most
presentations of this issue, because that leaves those who advocate absence of pain as higher
than pleasure right back in the same spot of defending the word they don't like - pleasure.

So any position which leaves "absence of pain" undefined is implicitly calling absence of pain
non-sensory. Here are some examples of how that plays out:

On Cicero’s Interpretation of
Katastematic Pleasure in Epicurus
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I belbeve ihai the inkerpretmtion comenliting Eplonrus o this very fundamenial
error is mistaken. Now, in most cases, the misinkerp of one philosapher by
ansther would be largely inconsequential — we coald merely ncover i erers and
disregard m. Bt in this case, things are different. Cloero’s imerpretation, probably
anwring 10 tha dearth of ather ancient maerces, has ben incndisately influsntial. Bom
tday, interpeetations of Epicurus that include the rodiments of the Cleemnian sc-
count are standard. Jeffery Purinton’s analysis of Epicarean pleasure in his article
“Epicurus o the Tefas™ (19833 cxemplifics the endemey b0 scompd Cioemr unchal -
lenged. In the followisg passage Purintom adopes the Cloeronisn notion that kara-
Fali, he writes: °._ % is ol mecessarily the case that the mimd
will pejuice when it locuses an the presence af gk in the flesh, Far the e
does not report that this painless staie is good.. | katasematic E% don't feel
like amything™ { 1993302 (author’s alics). Parinion i consequenthy b oo -
slrug Aalaatermaiy pledsasn i Being wholly cormtiuted by & cogrithee amatuds whickh
apprakiss that condition as pleasant (1993302). And, though he atempts 1o present
a mare sympathetic scoount of Epcurean hedontsm than does Cicern, Purinton
wisdls g with & similar set of problems snd seening conradic o,

'||;:||lll.L e, comailules an aftinuling theory of plesuse? Andrew Mooee defines
themn as follows: = Atnitsstial socounts claim that pleasure (s an imtentwonal staie, such
i a cerlaan el ol Beliel of disie, directed a1 a Featune of onesdll or the wider work]
It sdentifies pleasure with this aititude, not with iis experiential object™ (20045, [t
abscusded e clizar why e standand interpretation of Epicurean pleasune s an antitudi-
nai gcgount. Im construing katasessarc pleasure as an unfek state of stailc painless
niesd, 1 bocomes. neorsary (bl the basas af 1he slates pleasurabliness e fdvmilind
with the attitude directed toward the painles rxpmuu ‘This i because, in the

i i kil -

* Experiential accounts are diametrically opposed to

athimdinal accounts Acoonliog e Moore, rrperfentiad accounts clasm that “plea-
sure is @ distinctive conscious experience or e i wach experience” (20046).
Experiential plrasars theories deny the possbality of stifsdmal pleasures — such a
the standard Inberpretation’s katasematl plessre — because, on this framework,
pleasure is 2 quality belonging $o the experence sell, and nost the atgitude demected

Conclusion

The standard Ciceromian imferpretabion of katastematic pleasure looks: 1o be mis-
taken Ciceras Platonic asmmplions i relition o pleasane kead ham o interpret
this condition as bare unfel, painlessness. This interpretation, when applied to
Epacurean ethics. produces comtradactions within his ethical system. Cioeno, naba-
rallly, is comivetalle with his own inlerpretation and he conssquently reieces Epa-
oarean hedonlsm as imconsisient. This would be hardly noteworthy were it not for

the Cieeraniam internretabions renfiond infAnence on Frdcnneas scholarshin ia thas

This issue is developed much more extensively by Gosling & Taylor in their chapter on
Katatestematic and Kinetic pleasure. Many of the academic writers - including Emily Austin and
Kelly Aronsen - refer back to this for their analysis. If you feel the pleasure then it is kinetic.

19,005, There are varkous ways of constraing the contrast,
(i} The words might be taken at their face valae, In that

1905 Katastematic ard Kinetic Fleasares 567

case, granied that semscry

it seema that Ratastematss pleasires arc simply con-
ditions of being without various forms of distress. This is
certaindy the line taken by Cicern, and the views of Diamo
arl Rist at least tocter an the edge of i

(i} I.'.|1|.curu| could hqn;'ll-.- buawe intemsded i aie ihe wc-n{
‘ple

disaress. He must have boen micncing o reler 10 & slate o
iy ahieved in a life from which pain and distress are absent,
a oy which is |]|5|i| frm_angl independent of any sensor
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19.0,6, As we have pointed out, all these views assume
that the distinction between kinetic and  katastemalic
I?l! AMITES Wil OTHe a wihich I';Ell'.'.ll'.l.‘- |.|'|I| A [l |i<.|.ll-\.ll |'"'||'|h-'-'
ais, and that they were different kinds of pleasure, the good
ir| |_||'¢_ -:'\nng.ig,l_i:h: i|| SOmC of the latter, It is this featur:

R ATe A5 Iollows:?

reed on all these views that the good i ateraxdn
o, a8 diatinct from sensory pleasures,
15 wery msislentl on the

(1]

Lo tance ol sensory |||l.'.|\.|.|| %, This

Gosling and Taylor of course agree with your comment, Bryan, that it would be impossible to
conceive of Epicurus holding "that any type of pleasure is “non-sensory” - because that means
the pleasure is not experienced at all - which is simply not possible." That is exactly why | am
pushing this issue so hard, because this implication cannot be allowed to stand unchallenged.

So this issue is exactly the problem that comes from holding that katastematic pleasures are
not sensory pleasure at all. The whole chapter which G&T devote to the issue goes through

exactly this problem.

Here Epicurus is mot just saying that sendory pleasures are a
gond thing, but that nothing is lelt o the pods e il you
aubtact them. Indecd virtue and wisdom can only be praised
if they are considered as & means to them and jov of mind is
entirely dependent on them. Yet on any « interpre

i gration one would expect Epicurus to know
perfectly well what would be lelt among the goods il sensory
leasures were subtracted: ataraxis and eponda. Tnce T =1
are the poad, the loss of the other pleasures would not b
catastrophic: one would still have painlessness, joy, or the
recognition af the absence of pain. Indeed, one would expeet
thai virtue and wisdom would be shown valuable as productive
a8 these, not of sensory pleasure, Yet these quertations are
not isolated and all the ancient crities, admittedly hostile, goi
the impression that sensory pleasures loomed large i the
ideal Epicurean life, So it looks as though at worst we have
an nconsistency; at best a confusion into which Epicurus wad
perhaps led by polemical over-enthusiasm,
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